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Memorandum

~o : Mr. Frank Ficcol~                                 ’ ~ : September 29, 1997
CALFED Bay-De ta rogram

I~:~1:-It" brand fax:transmittal memo 7671 !~ of I~’ ,~

From : Del~rtment ~f ~ Ind ~me

su~: Comments c,n Dr ft I~ ~pact Analysis Technical Reports

Tha~ you b[ the opportunity to review the subject documents. The following are our
specific ~omment,,

Table ES-I: This tat e displays the commercial harvest values of salmon for 1992. It isn’t
cleat to t~ w~ t only 1992 is used. Table 3-6 data showy that for the period of 1986-
I990 atmu ,1 i come was significantly higher for all subregions, especially the North
Coa~t.,~. Tt : b )rth Coast personal income total was $100,000 in 1992 compared to
$16.2 mill on n the 1986-90 percent. This discrepanc~ puts into doubt the reliance of
any I992 ~ for the programmatic EIR/EIS.

Con:~idert ; tte other dam available and presented in ~ technical repor~ a~d because
of tl~e KIa tot Management Zone closttre, we believelit is not appropriate to only
s ’.ummariz, th~ table 3-8 data in the executive

Pages 3-4 t,~  -7,1 s. t F~c~o ..a s,. ~,ablo The historical perspective and current
resourceqon¢’ ,tions need to include discussion of recreation use at state and federal

refuges h~thi area similar to that done for the Sacramento River Region.
!

Table 3-1: This able displays annual visitation in visitor days for sport fishing using dollar
signs. TI ~e ~lollar signs should be deleted.

Page 5: Tables an 2 need to be edited to place correct h~dings for the two columns of

Page 7: The cor~ectinarne and acronym should be used for tl[te Ecosystem Restoration
Pro~am ~lat ERPP).
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Draft Fish, Vt:ildlife, and Recreation Economics
Environmental Impacts Technkai Repor~

I

Page 9; Fourth Par~ Iraph: Benefits ,qttributed to increased hunting re~,-reation
.

Delta sto~age islands are overstated. Because of the storage aspects wildlife volumes
will be v~y I, ~w and recreation benefits nearly non-erdstent. Reference to isolated
convcym~e �, ~amels md three new intakes should be deleted.

Page I0; AlternStiw 3: The same comment regarding in-D¢l~a storage applies here as well.

Page 13: Delctelan) reference to increased htmting recreation use in the Bay Region a.~ a
result of i~-B ~Ita sto~age.

!

Page 16 and 17: De ere my reference to increased burning rt’creatioa use in the Bay Region
as ares@ of n-Delta storage.

Page 19 aa.d 20: D~ fete any reference to increased hunting recreatiott usc in tlm Bay Region
as a resul of a-Delta storage.

Pages 21 throug ~ 2: ; SWP/CVP Service Areas: The explanations for relative differences in
net benefits a, n~ag the vm’ious alternatives and data displayed in Table 7 do not appear
to by supI~or~.xI. A clear explamtion and rationale need to be provided,

Oaf,e agama, aank you for the opportunity to comment. If you haw any concerns or
queztioas regarding l~se comments, please contac~ Mr. Frank Wemvtte at (209) 948-7800 or
CALNET ;t/4Z3178t ?.

Pete C~dwick
CA LFEIiIDFG Liaiso~

Mr. Frm k W ~-mette, BDD
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